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PrefacePreface

 
  
In 2009 the Indianapolis Metropolitan Police Department’s Homicide Section consisted of one captain, three lieutenants, and four squads of 4-7 investigators 
overlapping for 24-hour coverage, 7 days a week. 
 
The total number of homicides for 2009 was 102, which was a decrease of 19 (or 16%) from the 121 homicides in 2008. 
 
In 2009 there were two double-murders and one triple-murder, as well as 26 murders committed by multiple assailants. Of the 102 homicides, the Marion County 
Prosecutor’s Office deemed 3 of them to be justifiable bringing the total number of criminal homicides (murders) to 99Prosecutor s Office deemed 3 of them to be justifiable, bringing the total number of criminal homicides (murders) to 99.
 
Of the 102 victims and their known suspects, 65 victims (64%) and 56 suspects (85% of the 66 known suspects) had local adult criminal histories. In a continuing trend, 
a vast majority of both victims and suspects had prior arrests for drugs, weapons, and/or other crimes against persons. As in preceding years, the data suggests that 
lifestyle choices are clearly serious risk factors towards becoming either a homicide victim or perpetrator in Indianapolis. 
 
Juveniles broke down as follows: of the victims, there was 1 infant (ages 0-2), 1 child (ages 3-12), 2 juvenile teenagers (ages 13-17), and 6 adult teenagers (ages 18-19). 
Of the known juvenile suspects, there were 8 juvenile teenagers (ages 13-17), and 15 adult juveniles (ages 18-19). j p , j g ( g ), j ( g )
 
The Homicide Section currently has a 68.6% clearance rate. The national average for 2008 was 63.6%.Other statistics of note are that there were 4 homicides possibly 
involving rifles, as compared to 8 in 2008. Also, the Critical Incident Response Team (CIRT) investigated 6 Police Action Shootings, 2 of which were fatal, compared to 
10 and 3 respectively for 2008. 
 
The investigation of the triple-murder that happened on June 5, 2009 at 3907 N Cedar Ridge Rd was the hallmark of the year for the Homicide Section, not only due to 
its success, but due to why it was so successful. Never in recent memory have more areas of the Department coalesced as a team with a singular purpose for so long. 
U if d ffi t it d d t ti f i di i li ll t th t d h t h d b t d th d lt l d th t ldUniformed officers, covert units, and detectives from various disciplines all came together to do what each does best, and the end result was a solved case that could 
easily have gone the way of the “unsolvable” were it not for those timely efforts. Out of that ordeal was born a model to be used as a template for future case 
investigation, as the needs arise. 
 
We owe a great deal of gratitude to the community that we serve. Were it not for people willing to venture out of their comfort zones to help us “right the wrongs” 
among us, we would likely not be doing as well as we are. We would also like to thank the many agencies and entities that we work with on a daily basis for their 
continued support, and we look forward to sustaining our mutually beneficial relationships. 
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GLOSSARYGLOSSARY

• Criminal Homicide for UCR purposes includes only murder and non-negligent
manslaughter

• Homicide is the killing of another person and is not necessarily a crime

• Murder is the unlawful, willful killing of another human being

• Non-negligent Manslaughter is the non-premeditated killing of another human
being

• Uniform Crime Report (UCR) is a program designed to standardize local crime• Uniform Crime Report (UCR) is a program designed to standardize local crime
reporting for statistical purposes.  All data is submitted to the Federal Bureau of
Investigation which compiles the UCR
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QUICK FACTS FOR 2009 HOMICIDESQUICK FACTS FOR  2009 HOMICIDES

 
•  Of the 102 homicide victims, local adult criminal histories 

were found for 65 (64%) of the victims.  These 65 people 
accounted for 262 adult felony arrests.  Where criminal 
histories were found: 

° 42 (65%) had a previous weapons arrest  
° 48 (74%) had a previous drug arrest

 
•  The racial relationship between victims and known 

suspects was: 
° Black victim – Black assailant = 39 
° Black victim – White assailant = 1 
° White victim – Black assailant = 3 
° White victim White assailant = 13 48 (74%) had a previous drug arrest

° 47 (72%) had a previous crimes against persons 
arrest 

 
•  Of the 66 suspects where a name was known, prior local 

adult criminal histories were found for 56 (85%) of the 
subjects.  These 72 people accounted for 220 adult felony 
arrests:

° White victim – White assailant = 13
° Hispanic victim – Hispanic assailant = 3 
° Hispanic victim – Black assailant = 1 

 
 
 
There is not a 1-1 relationship between victims and suspects.  Some cases 

h 1 h h karrests:  
° 33 (59%) had a previous weapons arrest  
° 36 (64%) had a previous drug arrest 
° 44 (79%) had a previous crimes against persons 

arrest 
 

 
• There were 4 victims with an age under 18

report more than 1 suspect; others have no known suspects.
 

 
 
 

 

• There were 4 victims with an age under 18
 
• There were 8 suspects with an age under 18 
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DRUG RELATED 2009 HOMICIDESDRUG-RELATED  2009 HOMICIDES

• 27 (26%) of the 102 homicides were suspected to have been motivated by drugs:

• 13    Robbery - Drugs

• 7      Money - Drugs

• 4 Robbery – Drugs - Money4      Robbery Drugs Money

• 1      Argument – Drugs

• 2      Drug Deal Gone Bad

•53 (52%) of the 102 homicide victims had at least one previous drug arrest

• 6% of the 102 victims had both a prior drug arrest and a weapons arrest

• 9% of the 102 victims had both a prior drug arrest and a crimes against persons arrest

• 30% of the 102 victims had a prior drug arrest with both a prior weapons arrest and a prior crimes against persons arrest

•38 (68%) of the 56 known suspects with criminal histories had at least one previous drug arrest

• 4% of the 56 known suspects with criminal histories had both a prior drug arrest and a weapons arrest

• 15% of the 56 known suspects with criminal histories had both a prior drug arrest and a crimes against persons arrest

• 40% of the 56 known suspects with criminal histories had a prior drug arrest with both a prior weapons arrest and a prior crimes          
against persons arrest
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•All 27 of the victims of known drug-related homicides died as the result of gunshot wounds



IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
MAP OF INCIDENT LOCATIONS

4
Map created by IMPD Crime Analysis Unit from Homicide Office data

Total:  102



IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
DISTRIBUTION BY DISTRICT
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IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
SOLVED V. UNSOLVED CASES BY DISTRICT
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Total:  102

Solved 0 11 20 3 7 17

Unsolved 0 13 16 3 1 11



IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
VICTIM  RACE AND GENDER
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IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
SUSPECT RACE AND GENDER
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Total Suspects - 66 There is not a 1-1 relationship between victims and suspects:  Some cases report 

more than 1 suspect; others have no known suspects.



IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
VICTIM - SUSPECT RELATIONSHIP
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Dating - 2
2%

Ex-boyfriend - 1
1%

There is not a 1-1 relationship between victims and suspects:  Some cases report more than 1 
suspect; others have no known suspects. 



IMPD 2007 - 2009 HOMICIDEIMPD 2007 2009 HOMICIDE
AVERAGE VICTIM AGE COMPARISON
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IMPD 2007- 2009 HOMICIDEIMPD 2007 2009 HOMICIDE
AVERAGE SUSPECT AGE COMPARISON
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IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
METHOD OF DEATH
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IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
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IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE009
MOTIVE – ARGUMENT BREAKDOWN

Argument 3

Between Two Neighbors 1

Over a Female 1

Over Starting a Fire 1

Over a Radio 1

Over Betrayal of Friends 1Over Betrayal of Friends 1

Over Child Care 1

Over Earlier Dispute 1 

O G I 1Over Gang Issues 1

Over Previous Fight 1

Over Rims 1
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Over a Woman and/or Cocaine 1

Argument/Business Dispute 1



IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
MAP OF INCIDENT LOCATIONS BY MOTIVE

15
Map created by IMPD Crime Analysis Unit from Homicide Office data

Total:  102



IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
MONTH OF OCCURRENCE
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IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
DAY OF WEEK
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IMPD 2009 HOMICIDE
HOUR OF DAY
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IMPD HOMICIDEIMPD HOMICIDE
DISTRICT COMPARISON: 2007 - 2009
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